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ANALYZING POTENTIAL BENEFITS OF
VECTORIZATION

CROSS REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

The present application is a national phase entry under 35
U.S.C. §371 of International Application No. PCT/US2013/
029165, filed Mar. 5, 2013, entitled “ANALYZING POTEN-
TIAL BENEFITS OF VECTORIZATION”, which desig-
nated, among the various States, the United States of
America. The Specification of the PCT/US2013/029165
Application is hereby incorporated by reference.

FIELD

Embodiments of the present invention relate generally to
the technical field of data processing, and more particularly,
to analyzing potential benefits of vectorizing executable
instructions.

BACKGROUND

The background description provided herein is for the pur-
pose of generally presenting the context of the disclosure.
Work of the presently named inventors, to the extent it is
described in this background section, as well as aspects of the
description that may not otherwise qualify as prior art at the
time of filing, are neither expressly nor impliedly admitted as
prior art against the present disclosure. Unless otherwise indi-
cated herein, the approaches described in this section are not
prior art to the claims in the present disclosure and are not
admitted to be prior art by inclusion in this section.

Support for vectorized instructions, such as single instruc-
tion, multiple data (“SIMD”) instructions, is expanding in
computing architectures. However, the percentage of com-
puter code that is vectorized (e.g., converted to SIMD) to take
advantage of this expansion remains low. While tools exist to
analyze source code for vectorization opportunities, source
code may not always be available, and in some instances only
non-human-readable, readily-executable instructions such as
binary instructions (e.g., machine code) and/or bytecode are
available.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Embodiments will be readily understood by the following
detailed description in conjunction with the accompanying
drawings. To facilitate this description, like reference numer-
als designate like structural elements. Embodiments are illus-
trated by way of example and not by way of limitation in the
figures of the accompanying drawings.

FIG. 1 schematically illustrates example groups of execut-
able instructions that may be identified during vectorization
benefit analysis, in accordance with various embodiments.

FIG. 2 schematically illustrates an example system for
analyzing execution of executable instructions for vectoriza-
tion opportunities, in accordance with various embodiments.

FIG. 3 schematically depicts an example control flow
graph that may be generated and used for vectorization ben-
efit analysis, in accordance with various embodiments.

FIG. 4 schematically depicts a dependency chain that may
be generated and used for vectorization benefit analysis, in
accordance with various embodiments.

FIG. 5 schematically depicts an example report that may be
generated to provide results of vectorization benefit analysis,
in accordance with various embodiments.
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FIG. 6 schematically depicts an example method that may
be implemented to perform vectorization benefit analysis, in
accordance with various embodiments.

FIG. 7 schematically illustrates another example system
for vectorization benefit analysis, in accordance with various
embodiments.

FIG. 8 schematically depicts an example computing device
on which disclosed methods and computer-readable media
may be implemented, in accordance with various embodi-
ments.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In the following detailed description, reference is made to
the accompanying drawings which form a part hereof
wherein like numerals designate like parts throughout, and in
which is shown by way of illustration embodiments that may
be practiced. It is to be understood that other embodiments
may beutilized and structural or logical changes may be made
without departing from the scope of the present disclosure.
Therefore, the following detailed description is not to be
taken in a limiting sense, and the scope of embodiments is
defined by the appended claims and their equivalents.

Various operations may be described as multiple discrete
actions or operations in turn, in a manner that is most helpful
in understanding the claimed subject matter. However, the
order of description should not be construed as to imply that
these operations are necessarily order dependent. In particu-
lar, these operations may not be performed in the order of
presentation. Operations described may be performed in a
different order than the described embodiment. Various addi-
tional operations may be performed and/or described opera-
tions may be omitted in additional embodiments.

For the purposes of the present disclosure, the phrase “A
and/or B” means (A), (B), or (A and B). For the purposes of
the present disclosure, the phrase “A, B, and/or C” means (A),
(B), (C), (A and B), (A and C), (B and C), or (A, B and C).

The description may use the phrases “in an embodiment,”
or “in embodiments,” which may each refer to one or more of
the same or different embodiments. Furthermore, the terms
“comprising,” “including,” “having,” and the like, as used
with respect to embodiments of the present disclosure, are
Synonymous.

As used herein, the terms “module” and/or “logic” may
refer to, be part of, or include an Application Specific Inte-
grated Circuit (“ASIC”), an electronic circuit, a processor
(shared, dedicated, or group) and/or memory (shared, dedi-
cated, or group) that execute one or more software or firm-
ware programs, a combinational logic circuit, and/or other
suitable components that provide the described functionality.

Techniques are described herein for vectorization benefit
analysis. As used herein, “vectorization benefit analysis™ may
refer to analyzing execution of a plurality of executable
instructions for vectorization opportunities and/or providing
an indication of potential benefits of vectorization. As used
herein, a “plurality of executable instructions™ may refer gen-
erally to a computer program that is readily-executable (e.g.,
full compilation is not required). A readily-executable plural-
ity of executable instructions may include non-human-read-
able instructions, such as binary instructions (e.g., machine
code), bytecodes (e.g., executable by a software interpreter),
and so forth. Human-readable source code (e.g., written in C,
C++, etc.), in contrast, would not be considered “readily
executable” because it is not executable without at least some
compilation. Another example of a readily-executable plural-
ity of executable instructions may additionally or alterna-
tively include a computer program trace, such as a dynamic
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trace of a prior execution of instructions (e.g., generated from
monitoring an actual execution of the instructions or from a
recorded trace in any form). In various embodiments, the
indication of potential benefits of vectorization may be pro-
vided for reporting to a user and/or as input to another system
or process.

FIG. 1 depicts a Venn diagram 100 showing various sets
and subsets of executable instructions that may be identified
and/or detected at various stages of vectorization benefit
analysis, in accordance with various embodiments. A first set
of executable instructions, designated {A}, may include all
executable instructions in a computer program or trace being
analyzed, and may serve as a starting point of vectorization
benefit analysis. Sets {B}-{E}represent subsets of {A} and/
or of each other. As will be described in more detail below,
{B} may include executable instructions located in relatively
execution-intensive spots (e.g., frequently-executed loops) of
{A}. {C} may include executable instructions located in one
or more loops, such as executable instructions in {B} that are
contained in loops. {D} may include executable instructions
without vector dependencies, such as executable instructions
in {C} without inter-iteration dependencies. {E} may include
executable instructions that are suitable for vectorization
(e.g., conversion to single instruction multiple data, or
“SIMD,” instructions) as packed. These may include execut-
able instructions with regular operand memory access pat-
terns, such as instructions with register operands or instruc-
tions accessing memory at constant or predictable intervals.

In various embodiments, vectorization benefit analysis
may include identification of a subset of the plurality of
executable instructions suitable for vectorization. In various
embodiments, a group of executable instructions, e.g., form-
ing a basic block, may be suitable for vectorization if the
instructions are convertible to one or more SIMD instruc-
tions. Various Instruction Set Architectures (“ISA”) may
include vector/SIMD instructions, including but not limited
to the Advanced Vector Extensions (“AVX”), AVX2, and the
Streaming SIMD Extensions (“SSE”), all by the Intel® Cor-
poration of Santa Clara, Calif.

Referring to FIG. 2, in various embodiments, a system 200
for vectorization benefit analysis may include an emulator
202 configured to emulate execution of a plurality of execut-
able instructions. Emulator 202 may include any combination
of hardware and software. A variety of existing tools may be
used as emulator 202. For example, in some embodiments,
one or more of Pin—a dynamic binary instrumentation tool,
and Software Development Emulator (“SDE”), both by
Intel®, may be used as emulator 202. In some embodiments,
a tool for analyzing instruction traces, such as Funcsim, may
be used as emulator 202. These examples are not meant to be
limiting, and other tools may be used as emulator 202.

In various embodiments, a profiler 204 may be configured
to monitor execution of executable instructions in { A}, and to
employ various binary translation and/or compiler techniques
to detect one or more execution-intensive spots, also referred
to as “hot spots” or “hot zones.” Hot spots may be identified
in various ways. In some embodiments, hot spots may include
sequences and/or groups of executable instructions that are
executed more than a threshold percentage of a total operating
time and/or operating cycles of a computer program. For
example, if execution of a set of executable instructions con-
stitutes more than 40% of total cycles of a computer program
or instruction trace, then that set of instructions may be char-
acterized as a hot spot. Given the higher rate of execution, the
potential benefits of vectorizing hot spot executable instruc-
tions may be greater than, for instance, the potential benefits
of'vectorizing less-often-executed executable instructions. In
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FIG. 1, a subset of executable instructions within {A}, des-
ignated {B}, are identified as being within hot zone(s).

Invarious embodiments, profiler 204 may be configured to
generate other information about execution of executable
instructions. For example, in various embodiments, profiler
204 may be configured to generate a dynamic branch direc-
tion profile, a dynamic memory (e.g., load/store address)
profile, instruction bytes (e.g., decoded using X86 Encoder
Decoder, or “XED”), and so forth. In various embodiments, a
dynamic branch direction profile may include data about
which branches are followed during execution of {A} and/or
{B}.Invarious embodiments, the dynamic load/store address
profile may include data about addresses of memory locations
accessed during execution of {A} and/or {B}. In various
embodiments, instruction bytes may include data about
which operations (e.g., opcodes such as add, branch, subtract,
etc.) were performed during execution of {A} and/or {B}.

In various embodiments, system 200 may include an ana-
lyzer 206 configured to analyze the information generated by
profiler 204. In various embodiments, analyzer 206 may be
configured determine a benefit that may be obtained by vec-
torizing at least some executable instructions of a plurality of
executable instructions. As part of this analysis, in various
embodiments, analyzer 206 may be configured to identify one
or more of the groups designated {C}-{E} in FIG. 1.

For example, in various embodiments, analyzer 206 may
be configured to detect executable instructions in one or more
loops, designated {C} in FIG. 1. To detect loops, in various
embodiments, analyzer 206 may employ techniques such as
building a control flow graph and then performing back-edge
detection on the graph.

An example control flow graph 300 is shown in FIG. 3. In
this example, control may start at a first basic block of instruc-
tions denoted “BB1.” Control may then flow down either path
302 to a basic block of instructions denoted “BB6” or down
path 304 to another basic block of instructions denoted
“BB2.” Control may flow from BB2 down path 306 to a basic
block of instructions denoted “BB3” or down path 308 to
another basic block of instructions denoted “BB4.” At BB3,
control may flow down path 310 to a basic block of instruc-
tions denoted “BB5.” At BB4, however, control may flow
either down path 312 to BBS, or may loop back to BB4 over
path 314. Thus, path 314 constitutes a loop. Control may
remain at BB4 until a condition is met that causes control to
exit the loop defined by path 314. At BBS, control may flow to
BB6 over path 316. At BB6, control may flow back to BB over
path 318. Thus, the various paths that may be taken from BB1
to BB6 and back again may constitute another loop. Addi-
tionally, the loop defined by path 314 may be a nested loop
within the “larger” loop between BB1 and BB6. In various
embodiments, executable instructions within loops such as
these may form {C}.

Referring back to FIGS. 1 and 2, in various embodiments,
analyzer 206 may be configured to detect a subset of execut-
able instructions, e.g., from within {C}, that are without
vector or inter-loop-iteration dependencies. Such a subset of
instructions is identified as {D} in FIG. 1. To detect {D}, in
various embodiments, analyzer 206 may perform depen-
dence analysis, e.g., to identify execution-order constraints
(e.g., inter-loop-iteration dependencies) between instruc-
tions, to determine whether it is safe to reorder executable
instructions. In various embodiments, analyzer 206 may per-
form static dependency analysis on registers to identify data
dependencies. In various embodiments, analyzer 206 may
perform re-convergent analysis to discover where two edges
of'a branch converge, e.g., to identify control dependencies.
For instance, in FIG. 3, the branch at the end of BB2 con-
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verges at BBS making all instructions in BB3 and BB4 depen-
dent on the branch at the end of BB2.

As part of dependence analysis, in various embodiments,
analyzer 206 may be configured to generate one or more
dependence chains. A dependence chain C for instruction |
lists all the instructions on which 1 is directly/indirectly
dependent (e.g., direct/indirect producers of a value con-
sumed by I). If C contains I itself (e.g., I is directly/indirectly
dependent on itself), instruction I may have an inter-iteration
dependence that prevents vectorization, and thus may not be
assigned to {D}. On the other hand, if I is not directly/
indirectly dependent on itself, I may be assigned to {D}. An
example dependence chain is depicted in FIG. 4. Instructions
1 and 3 in FIG. 4 may be potentially dependent on themselves,
and so may not be vectorizable.

In various embodiments, analyzer 206 may be configured
to detect, e.g., from the set of executable instructions that are
without vector dependencies, {D} in FIG. 1, one or more
executable instructions suitable for conversion to one or more
SIMD instructions. These instructions are designated as {E}
in FIG. 1. To identify {E}, in some embodiments, analyzer
206 may identity instructions that cause accesses of memory
at addresses of regular intervals. For example, an instruction
that accesses memory at a contiguous sequence of memory
locations, or at least at a discernable pattern of memory loca-
tions (e.g., every other, every third, etc.), may be considered
to access memory at “regular” intervals, and may be
described as having a constant “stride.” In various embodi-
ments, the basic blocks of executable instructions in {E} may
be considered vectorizable (e.g., convertible to SIMD).
Potential gains to be obtained from that vectorization may be
determined and provided, e.g., by analyzer 206, as a report to
a user, or as input to an automated system for optimizing
executable instructions.

FIG. 5 depicts an example report 500 that may be gener-
ated, e.g., by analyzer 206, to provide results of vectorization
benefit analysis, in accordance with various embodiments.
The information and benefits presented in report 500 are not
meant to be limiting, and other information and statistics may
be presented in reports depending on preferences of the entity
performing the vectorization benefit analysis. In various
embodiments, report 500 may take the form of a HyperText
Markup Language (“HTML”) document with hyperlinks and
other components commonly found on webpages. Report 500
may additionally or alternatively take other forms, such as via
a graphical user interface (“GUI”) of a vectorization benefit
analysis computer program.

In various embodiments, report 500 may include various
quantities computed during vectorization benefit analysis.
For example, report 500 may include a percentage of execut-
able instructions contained in a loop, or {C}, as compared to
all instructions in a process, or {A}. Thus, in this example, the
executable instructions in {C} may form 3.1% of all execut-
able instructions in {A}. In various embodiments, report 500
may additionally or alternatively include a percentage of
executable instructions without vector dependencies, or {D}
(referred to in FIG. 5 as “Independent Instr.”), as compared to
{C}, which is 100% in this example. In various embodiments,
report 500 may additionally or alternatively include percent-
age of vectorizable instructions, or {E} (referred to in FIG. 5
as “Vectorizable (as Packed)”), as compared to {C}, which is
100% in this example.

In various embodiments, report 500 may include an aver-
age trip count multiplied by a data operand size. In various
embodiments, “average trip count” may refer to the average
iterations of executable instructions in {C} (e.g., the average
number of times executable instructions in the loop are
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executed). In the example of FIG. 5, the data operand size,
which may be the width of data on which the original instruc-
tion may act, is 8.0 Bytes, which when multiplied by the
average trip count yields 185.6. In various embodiments,
report 500 may include a number of basic blocks and two-
edge basic blocks in {C}, which in this example are 1.0 and 0,
respectively, to capture the amount of control-complexity
inside the loop.

In various embodiments, a ranking system may be
employed to provide a quick and simple indication to users of
how much the various aforementioned quantities affect the
potential benefits of vectorization. For example, in report
500, a series of stars “*” is depicted to the right of the various
percentages and quantities. These stars may provide a rough
indication of how each of those quantities is affecting the
impact of vectorization.

As noted above, instructions in {C} form 3.1% of the entire
computer program {A}, which may equate to three of five
stars. In various embodiments, if instructions in {C} formed
ahigher percentage ofthe entire program {A}, e.g., 50%, then
four or five stars might be given. If instructions in {C} formed
a lower percentage of {A}, e.g., 1%, then one or zero stars
may be given. In various embodiments, the number of stars
given for a particular quantity may be based on various
thresholds of impact associated with that quantity. Such
thresholds may be determined and/or configured by a user,
e.g., based on empirical data and/or user preferences.

In various embodiments, information about benefits that
may be obtained by vectorization may be reported in report
500. For example, in some embodiments, report 500 may
include a reduction of a count of the plurality of executable
instructions of the entire program, or {A}, that may be
achieved by vectorization. In FIG. 5, for instance, it is
reported that vectorization would yield a gain of 1.03x with
regard to the entire program {A}. As another example, in
some embodiments, report 500 may include a reduction of a
count of executable instructions with respect to executable
instructions the loop {C}, which here is 7.73x.

In various embodiments, other information may be
included in report 500. For example, “loop unrolling” is an
optimization process, performed during compilation, in
which executable instructions in a loop are replicated a num-
ber of times referred to as the “loop unrolling factor.” In some
embodiments, analyzer 206 may be configured to determine a
loop unrolling factor, e.g., for provision in report 500.

Additionally or alternatively, report 500 may include user-
operable elements such as links to various types of informa-
tion. For instance, in FIG. 5, report 500 includes links to
assembly code of the loop {C}, a control flow graph gener-
ated for this particular program (e.g., 300 in FIG. 3), a debug-
ging file for a hot region of {B}, and a source file.

In various embodiments, analyzer 206 may determine the
potential gains from vectorization using an algorithm such as
one below.

Potential Gain = Total_Insts / (Estimated_ Vector__Insts +
Non__Vectorizable_ Insts)
where,
Total__Insts = {A}
Non__Vectorizable_inst = {A} - {E} // e.g., total non vectorizable
insts
Estimated_ Vector_Insts = {E} / Iteration_ Reduction_ Ratio
where,
ITteration_ Reduction_ Ratio = Avg  Trip_ Count /
Vectorized_ Trip_ Count
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-continued

where,
Avg  Trip_ Count = Average trip count of the loop
Vectorized_ Trip_ Count = ceil(Avg_ Trip_ Count *
Vector_ Element_ Size / SIMD_ Width)
where,
SIMD_ Width = SIMD register width in bytes
Vector_ Element_ Size = Size of a data operand in executable
instructions of {E}

In this example, “Potential Gain” may be a positive number
that provides an indication of a gain (e.g., as a percentage) that
may be obtained by vectorization. “Total_Insts” may be a
positive number that refers to a total number of executable
instructions in {A}. “BEstimated_Vector_Insts” may be a posi-
tive number that refers to an estimated number of executable
instructions identified as suitable for conversion to SIMD
instructions (e.g., {E}), divided by a so-called “Iteration_Re-
duction_Ratio.” “Non_Vectorizable_Insts” may be a positive
number that refers to a difference between the total number of
executable instructions in { A} and a number of the executable
instructions in {A} that are not vectorizable (e.g., {A}-{E}).
“Iteration_Reduction_Ratio” may be a positive number that
refersto a so-called “Avg_Trip_Count” divided by a so-called
“Vectorized_Trip_Count.” “Avg_Trip_Count” may be a posi-
tive number that refers to an average number of loop iterations
of'a loop under examination. “Vectorized_Trip_Count” may
be a positive number that refers to an upward-rounded prod-
uct of “Avg_Trip_Count” and a so-called “Vector_Elemen-
t_Size,” divided by a so-called “SIMD_Width.” “Vector_Ele-
ment_Size” may be a positive number that refers to a size of
adata operand operated on by an instruction. “SIMD_Width”
may be a positive number that refers to a width of a SIMD
register, e.g., in Bytes.

FIG. 6 depicts an example method 600, various aspects of
which may be implemented by one or more of emulator 202,
profiler 204 and/or analyzer 206 to perform vectorization
benefit analysis. These techniques may be used on integer or
floating point (“FP”’) code, and may be used on both scalar
code and already-partially vectorized code (e.g., SSE to
AVX). At block 602, a plurality of executable instructions
{A}, such as a computer program or instruction trace, may be
executed, e.g., by emulator 202. At block 604, execution-
intensive spots, or “hot spots” {B}, of the plurality of execut-
able instructions may be detected, e.g., by profiler 204.

At block 606, set of executable instructions comprising a
loop, e.g., {C}, may be detected from within the plurality of
executable instructions {A}, e.g., by analyzer 206. At block
608, a set of executable instructions, e.g., {D}, may be
detected, e.g., by analyzer 206 from within {C}, that do not
have dependencies, which may prevent vectorization. At
block 610, one or more executable instructions, e.g., {E},
may be detected, e.g., by analyzer 206 from within {D}, that
access registers or memory at regular intervals. At block 612,
an indication of a benefit to be obtained by vectorizing
instructions in {E} may be provided, e.g., by analyzer 206. In
some embodiments, those benefits may be provided in a
report, such as report 500 of FIG. 5. In some embodiments,
those benefits may be provided as input to another computer
program, e.g., to allow the other computer program to selec-
tively perform vectorization of one or more executable
instructions in the plurality of executable instructions {A}.

FIG. 7 depicts an alternative hardware/software co-de-
signed system 700, similar to system 100 of FIG. 2, which
may be used to perform real-time vectorization benefit analy-
sis, in accordance with various embodiments. A hardware-
based hot spot detector 702 may be configured to detect

10

20

40

45

50

55

8

hotspots within a current-executing plurality of executable
instructions, particularly an RTIT. Based on those detected
hotspots, a trace profiler 704, which in some cases may also
be hardware-based, may provide various profiles similar to
those described above with respect to profiler 204 of FIG. 2.
An analyzer 706 may be configured to perform various analy-
sis operations similar to those described herein with respect to
analyzer 206 of FIG. 2.

FIG. 8 illustrates an example computing device 800, in
accordance with various embodiments. Computing device
800 may include a number of components, one or more pro-
cessor(s) 804 and at least one communication chip 806. In
various embodiments, the processor 804 may be a processor
core. Invarious embodiments, the at least one communication
chip 806 may also be physically and electrically coupled to
the processor 804. In further implementations, the communi-
cation chip 806 may be part of the processor 804. In various
embodiments, computing device 800 may include printed
circuit board (“PCB”) 802. For these embodiments, processor
804 and communication chip 806 may be disposed thereon. In
alternate embodiments, the various components may be
coupled without the employment of PCB 802.

Depending on its applications, computing device 800 may
include other components that may or may not be physically
and electrically coupled to the PCB 802.

These other components include, but are not limited to,
volatile memory (e.g., dynamic random access memory 808,
also referred to as “DRAM”), non-volatile memory (e.g., read
only memory 810, also referred to as “ROM”), flash memory
812, a graphics processor 814, an input/output controller 816,
a digital signal processor (not shown), a crypto processor (not
shown), one or more antenna 818, a display (not shown), a
touch screen display 820, a touch screen controller 822, a
battery 824, an audio codec (not shown), a video codec (not
shown), a global positioning system (“GPS”) device 828, a
compass 830, an accelerometer (not shown), a gyroscope (not
shown), a speaker 832, a camera 834, and a mass storage
device (such as hard disk drive, a solid state drive, compact
disk (“CD”), digital versatile disk (“DVD")) (not shown), and
so forth. In various embodiments, the processor 804 may be
integrated on the same die with other components to form a
System on Chip (“SoC”).

In various embodiments, volatile memory (e.g., DRAM
808), non-volatile memory (e.g., ROM 810), flash memory
812, and the mass storage device may include programming
instructions configured to enable computing device 800, in
response to execution by processor(s) 804, to practice all or
selected aspects of method 600. For example, one or more of
the memory components such as volatile memory (e.g.,
DRAM 808), non-volatile memory (e.g., ROM 810), flash
memory 812, and the mass storage device may include tem-
poral and/or persistent copies of instructions that, when
executed, cause computing device 800 to operate a emulator
202 or a software version of hot spot detector 702, a profiler
204/704 and/or an analyzer 206/706 configured to practice all
or selected aspects of method 600.

The communication chips 806 may enable wired and/or
wireless communications for the transfer of data to and from
the computing device 800. The term “wireless” and its deriva-
tives may be used to describe circuits, devices, systems, meth-
ods, techniques, communications channels, etc., that may
communicate data through the use of modulated electromag-
netic radiation through a non-solid medium. The term does
not imply that the associated devices do not contain any wires,
although in some embodiments they might not. Most of the
embodiments described herein include WiFiand LTE RAT as
examples. However, the communication chip 806 may imple-
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ment any of a number of wireless standards or protocols,
including but not limited to IEEE 802.20, General Packet
Radio Service (“GPRS”), Evolution Data Optimized (“Ev-
DO”), Evolved High Speed Packet Access (“HSPA+”),
Evolved High Speed Downlink Packet Access (“HSDPA+”).
Evolved High Speed Uplink Packet Access (“HSUPA+”),
Global System for Mobile Communications (“GSM”),
Enhanced Data rates for GSM Evolution (“EDGE”), Code
Division Multiple Access (“CDMA”), Time Division Mul-
tiple Access (“TDMA”), Digital Enhanced Cordless Tele-
communications (“DECT”), Bluetooth, derivatives thereof,
as well as any other wireless protocols that are designated as
3G, 4G, 5G, and beyond. The computing device 800 may
include a plurality of communication chips 806. For instance,
a first communication chip 806 may be dedicated to shorter
range wireless communications such as Wi-Fi and Bluetooth
and a second communication chip 806 may be dedicated to
longer range wireless communications such as GPS, EDGE,
GPRS, CDMA, WIMAX, LTE, Ev-DO, and others.

In various implementations, the computing device 800
may be a laptop, a netbook, a notebook, an ultrabook, a smart
phone, a computing tablet, a personal digital assistant
(“PDA”), an ultra mobile PC, a mobile phone, a desktop
computer, a server, a printer, a scanner, a monitor, a set-top
box, an entertainment control unit (e.g., a gaming console), a
digital camera, a portable music player, or a digital video
recorder. In further implementations, the computing device
800 may be any other electronic device that processes data.

EXAMPLES

Example 1 is directed to at least one computer-readable
medium having computer-readable code embodied therein,
the computer-readable code configured to cause a computing
device, inresponse to execution of the code, to analyze execu-
tion of a plurality of executable instructions and, based on the
analysis, provide an indication of a benefit to be obtained by
vectorization of at least a subset of the plurality of executable
instructions, wherein the analysis comprises identification of
the subset of the plurality of executable instructions suitable
for conversion to one or more single instruction multiple data
(“SIMD”) instructions.

Example 2 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 1, wherein the analysis comprises detec-
tion of one or more execution intensive spots in the plurality
of executable instructions, and the identification comprises
selection of the subset from within the one or more detected
execution intensive spots.

Example 3 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 1 or 2, wherein the analysis comprises
detection of a set of executable instructions, {C}, comprising
a loop in the plurality of executable instructions, and the
identification comprises selection of the subset from {C}.

Example 4 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 3, wherein the analysis further com-
prises detection of a set of executable instructions, {D}, from
within {C}, that are without vector dependencies, and the
identification further comprises selection of the subset from
{D}.

Example 5 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 4, wherein the analysis further com-
prises detection of one or more executable instructions, {E},
from within {D} that cause accesses of memory at addresses
of regular intervals, and the identification comprises identifi-
cation of executable instructions in {E}.

Example 6 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 5, wherein the benefit to be obtained is
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provided as a count of executable instructions in {E} as a
percentage of a count of executable instructions in {C}.

Example 7 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 1 or 2, wherein the benefit to be obtained
is provided as a reduction of a count of the plurality of execut-
able instructions.

Example 8 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 3, wherein the benefit to be obtained is
provided as a reduction of a count of executable instructions
in {C}.

Example 9 includes the at least one computer-readable
medium of Example 1 or 2, wherein the plurality of execut-
able instructions comprises an instruction trace.

Example 10 is directed to a system, comprising: one or
more processors; memory coupled to the one or more proces-
sors; an analyzer to be operated by the one or more processors
to analyze execution of a plurality of executable instructions
and, based on the analysis, provide an indication of a benefit
to be obtained by vectorization of at least a subset of the
plurality of executable instructions, wherein the analysis
comprises identification of the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions suitable for conversion to one or more
single instruction multiple data (“SIMD”) instructions.

Example 11 includes the system of Example 10, and fur-
ther comprises a profiler to be operated by the one or more
processors to detect one or more execution intensive spots in
the plurality of executable instructions, wherein the analyzer
is configured to select the subset from within the one or more
detected execution intensive spots.

Example 12 includes the system of Example 10 or 11,
wherein the analyzer is further configured to: detect a set of
executable instructions, {C}, comprising a loop in the plural-
ity of executable instructions: and select the subset from {C}.

Example 13 includes the system of Example 12, wherein
the analyzer is further configured to: detect a set of executable
instructions, {D}, from within {C}, that are without vector
dependencies; and select the subset from {D}.

Example 14 includes the system of Example 13, wherein
the analyzer is further configured to: detect one or more
executable instructions, {E}, from within {D} that cause
accesses of the memory at addresses of regular intervals; and
select, for inclusion in the subset, the executable instructions
in {E}.

Example 15 includes the system of Example 14, wherein
the analyzer is further configured to provide the benefit to be
obtained as a count of executable instructions in {EB} as a
percentage of a count of executable instructions in {C}.

Example 16 includes the system of Example 10 or 11,
wherein the analyzer is further configured to provide the
benefit to be obtained as a reduction of a count of the plurality
of executable instructions.

Example 17 includes the system of Example 12, wherein
the analyzer is further configured to provide the benefit to be
obtained as a reduction of a count of executable instructions
in {C}.

Example 18 includes the system of Example 10 or 11,
wherein the plurality of executable instructions comprises an
instruction trace.

Example 19 is directed to a computer-implemented
method, comprising: analyzing, by a computing device,
execution of a plurality of executable instructions; identify-
ing, by the computing device, the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions suitable for conversion to one or more
single instruction multiple data (“SIMD”) instructions; and
providing, by the computing device, an indication of a benefit
to be obtained by vectorization of at least the subset of the
plurality of executable instructions.
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Example 20 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 19, wherein the analyzing comprises detecting
one or more execution intensive spots in the plurality of
executable instructions, and the identifying comprises select-
ing the subset from within the one or more detected execution
intensive spots.

Example 21 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 19 or 20, wherein the analyzing comprises detect-
ing a set of executable instructions, {C}, comprising a loop in
the plurality of executable instructions, and the identifying
comprises selecting the subset from {C}.

Example 22 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 21, wherein the analyzing further comprises
detecting of a set of executable instructions, {D}, from within
{C}, that are without vector dependencies, and the identify-
ing comprises selecting the subset from {D}.

Example 23 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 22, wherein the analyzing further comprises
detecting of one or more executable instructions, {E}, from
within {D} that cause accesses of memory at addresses of
regular intervals, and the identifying comprises identifying
executable instructions in {E}.

Example 24 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 23, wherein the providing comprises providing
the benefit to be obtained as a count of executable instructions
in {B} as a percentage of a count of executable instructions in
ich.

Example 25 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 19 or 20, wherein the providing comprises pro-
viding the benefit to be obtained as a reduction of a count of
the plurality of executable instructions.

Example 26 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 21, wherein the providing comprises providing
the benefit to be obtained as a reduction of a count of execut-
able instructions in {C}.

Example 27 includes the computer-implemented method
of Example 19, wherein the plurality of executable instruc-
tions comprises an instruction trace.

Example 28 is directed to an apparatus, comprising: means
for analyzing execution of a plurality of executable instruc-
tions; means for identifying the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions suitable for conversion to one or more
single instruction multiple data (“SIMD”) instructions; and
means for providing an indication of a benefit to be obtained
by vectorization of at least the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions.

Example 29 includes the apparatus of Example 28, wherein
the means for analyzing comprises means for detecting one or
more execution intensive spots in the plurality of executable
instructions, and the means for identifying comprises means
for selecting the subset from within the one or more detected
execution intensive spots.

Example 30 includes the apparatus of Example 28 or 29,
wherein the means for analyzing comprises means for detect-
ing a set of executable instructions, {C}, comprising a loop in
the plurality of executable instructions, and the means for
identifying comprises means for selecting the subset from
ich.

Example 31 includes the apparatus of Example 20, wherein
the means for analyzing further comprises means for detect-
ing of a set of executable instructions, {D}, from within {C},
that are without vector dependencies, and the means for iden-
tifying comprises selecting the subset from {D}.

Example 32 include the apparatus of Example 31, wherein
the means for analyzing further comprises means for detect-
ing of one or more executable instructions, {B}, from within
{D} that cause accesses of memory at addresses of regular
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intervals, and the means for identifying comprises identifying
executable instructions in {E}.

Example 33 includes the apparatus of Example 32, wherein
the means for providing comprises means for providing the
benefit to be obtained as a count of executable instructions in
{E} as a percentage of a count of executable instructions in
ich.

Example 34 includes the apparatus of Example 28 or 29,
wherein the means for providing comprises means for pro-
viding the benefit to be obtained as a reduction of a count of
the plurality of executable instructions.

Example 35 includes the apparatus of Example 30, wherein
the means for providing comprises means for providing the
benefit to be obtained as a reduction of a count of executable
instructions in {C}.

Example 36 includes the apparatus of Example 28, wherein
the plurality of executable instructions comprises an instruc-
tion trace.

Although certain embodiments have been illustrated and
described herein for purposes of description, this application
is intended to cover any adaptations or variations of the
embodiments discussed herein. Therefore, it is manifestly
intended that embodiments described herein be limited only
by the claims.

Where the disclosure recites “a” or “‘a first” element or the
equivalent thereof, such disclosure includes one or more such
elements, neither requiring nor excluding two or more such
elements. Further, ordinal indicators (e.g., first, second or
third) for identified elements are used to distinguish between
the elements, and do not indicate or imply a required or
limited number of such elements, nor do they indicate a
particular position or order of such elements unless otherwise
specifically stated.

What is claimed is:

1. At least one non-transitory computer-readable medium
having computer-readable code embodied therein, wherein
the computer-readable code is to cause a computing device, in
response to execution of the computer-readable code, to ana-
lyze execution of a plurality of executable instructions and,
based on the analysis, output an indication of a benefit that
can be obtained by vectorization of at least a subset of the
plurality of executable instructions to enable selective vector-
ization of the subset of the plurality of executable instruc-
tions, wherein the analysis comprises identification of the
subset of the plurality of executable instructions suitable for
conversion to one or more single instruction multiple data
(“SIMD”) instructions;

wherein the analysis comprises detection ofa set of execut-

able instructions, {C}, comprising a loop in the plurality
of executable instructions, and the identification com-
prises selection of the subset of the plurality of execut-
able instructions from {C}; and

wherein the analysis further comprises detection of a set of

executable instructions, {D}, from within {C}, that are
without vector dependencies, and the identification fur-
ther comprises selection of the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions from {D}.

2. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 1,
wherein the analysis comprises detection of one or more
execution intensive spots in the plurality of executable
instructions, and the identification comprises selection of the
subset of the plurality of executable instructions from within
the one or more detected execution intensive spots.

3. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 1,
wherein the analysis further comprises detection of one or
more executable instructions, {E}, from within {D} that
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cause accesses of memory at addresses of regular intervals,
and the identification comprises identification of executable
instructions in {E}.

4. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 3,
wherein the benefit that can be obtained is a count of execut-
able instructions in {E} as a percentage of a count of execut-
able instructions in {C}.

5. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 1,
wherein the benefit that can be obtained is a reduction of a
count of the plurality of executable instructions.

6. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 1,
wherein the benefit that can be obtained is a reduction of a
count of executable instructions in {C}.

7. The at least one computer-readable medium of claim 1,
wherein the plurality of executable instructions comprises an
instruction trace.

8. A system, comprising:

one or More processors;

memory coupled to the one or more processors;

an analyzer to be operated by the one or more processors to

analyze execution of a plurality of executable instruc-
tions and, based on the analysis, output an indication of
a benefit that can be obtained by vectorization of at least
a subset of the plurality of executable instructions to
enable selective vectorization of the subset of the plu-
rality of executable instructions, wherein the analysis
comprises identification of the subset of the plurality of
executable instructions suitable for conversion to one or
more single instruction multiple data (“SIMD”) instruc-
tions;

wherein the analyzer is set to detect a set of executable

instructions, {C}, comprising a loop in the plurality of
executable instructions; and select the subset of the plu-
rality of executable instruction from {C}; and

wherein the analyzer is to further detect a set of executable

instructions, {D}, from within {C}, that are without
vector dependencies; and select the subset of the plural-
ity of executable instructions from {D}.

9. The system of claim 8, further comprising a profiler to be
operated by the one or more processors to detect one or more
execution intensive spots in the plurality of executable
instructions, wherein the analyzer is configured to select the
subset of the plurality of executable instructions from within
the one or more detected execution intensive spots.

10. The system of claim 8, wherein the analyzer is further
configured to:

detect one or more executable instructions, {E}, from

within {D} that cause accesses of the memory at
addresses of regular intervals; and

select, for inclusion in the subset of the plurality of execut-

able instructions, the one or more executable instruc-
tions in {E}.
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11. The system of claim 10, wherein the analyzer is further
configured to output the benefit that can be obtained as a count
of executable instructions in {E} as a percentage of a count of
executable instructions in {C}.

12. The system of claim 8, wherein the analyzer is further
configured to output the benefit that can be obtained as a
reduction of a count of the plurality of executable instruc-
tions.

13. The system of claim 8, wherein the analyzer is further
configured to output the benefit that can be obtained as a
reduction of a count of executable instructions in {C}.

14. The system of claim 8, wherein the plurality of execut-
able instructions comprises an instruction trace.

15. A computer-implemented method, comprising:

analyzing, by a computing device, execution of a plurality

of executable instructions;
identifying, by the computing device, a subset of the plu-
rality of executable instructions suitable for conversion
to one or more single instruction multiple data
(“SIMD”) instructions; and

outputting, by the computing device, an indication of a
benefit that can be obtained by vectorization of at least
the subset of the plurality of executable instructions to
enable selective vectorization of the subset of the plu-
rality of executable instructions;

wherein the analyzing comprises:

detecting one or more execution intensive spots in the

plurality of executable instructions;

detecting a set of executable instructions, {C}, comprising

a loop in the plurality of executable instructions;
detecting of a set of executable instructions, {D}, from
within {C}, that are without vector dependencies.

16. The computer-implemented method of claim 15,
wherein the analyzing comprises:

detecting of one or more executable instructions, {E}, from

within {D} that cause accesses of memory at addresses
of regular intervals,

wherein the identifying comprises identifying executable

instructions in {E}.

17. The computer-implemented method of claim 16,
wherein the outputting comprises:

outputting the benefit that can be obtained as a count of

executable instructions in {E} as a percentage of a count
of executable instructions in {C};
outputting the benefit that can be obtained as a reduction of
a count of the plurality of executable instructions; or
outputting the benefit that can be obtained as a reduction of
a count of executable instructions in {C}.
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